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Kong Tianping et al. Since the radical change in the Soviet Union and
Eastern Europe in late 1980s and early 1990s CEE countries have undergone
rapid social transition which is particularly relevant to European integration
thus the accession to the European Union has become the ultimate goal of the CEE
transition process. Year 2004 2007 and 2013 witnessed the accession of 11 CEE
countries to the EU. In contrast to the endeavor of CEE countries to join the EU
nevertheless  the British people voted for an exit from the EU in a historical
referendum in June 2016. Such a dramatic scene sparked rethinking of the
economic performances of CEE countries upon their accession in comparison with
the pre —accession years. Hence we editorial board invited Chinese experts
specialized in CEE studies for a discussion about a series of relevant topics
i. e. the change in economic growth of the CEE New Member States upon their
accession to the EU; differences between the New Member States in terms of the
extent of European integration; differences in the economic appeals between old
and new member states the impact of the Brexit on the CEE economy and the
possibility for the Brexit to trigger a domino effect in Europe.

Key words: CEE countries accession to EU economic growth Brexit

European integration

Xu Xiangmei The growth rate of Russia’ s agriculture industry has been
unprecedented over the past two vyears amid the country’s economic
downtown. Agriculture sector has become the locomotive of Russia’ s economy
standing out among the country’ s economic sectors as demonstrated by record —
breaking performances in 2016. This achievement is resulted from the
implementation of agriculture development policies including import substitution by
the Russian government over the past few years. Nonetheless the long —run
development of Russia’s agricultural production is still faced with a series of
challenges from domestic and foreign markets in despite of the fact that federal
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